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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim1-5, 8, 15-22, 29-43, 50-64 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Komuro et al (Patent No US 7,177,427). 

Regarding claiml ,8,29,35,50,56, Komuro et al (hereinafter Komuro) teaches an 
information processing apparatus, comprising: an extractor configured to extract main 
information including copy control information (see figure5A 130'), and to extract 
auxiliary information representing attributes of said main information, from input 
information (see figure5a block 440); a generator configured to generate copy 
permission information based on said extracted auxiliary information (see column8 line 
17-56) but does not teach a recorder configured to record the main information 
including the copy control information as a 188-byte transport stream packet, and to 
record the copy permission information generated by the generator in an extra 4-byte 
header adjacent to, but separate from, the 188-byte transport stream packet. However it 
is old and well known in the art that transport stream packet having 188-byte and 
source packet having extra 4-byte header to include copy permission information. 
Therefore official notice is taken. 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to include the copy permission information in the extra 4-byte header 
because it would make copy protection much stronger. 

Regarding Claim2, 17, 31, 38, 52, 59, Komuro teaches the information 
processing apparatus according to claim 1 , wherein said generator is further configured 
to generate a flag indicating validity of said copy permission information generated by 
the generator based upon whether said apparatus that recorded said main information 
recognized and processed said copy control information ; and the recorder is configured 
to record the flag indicating validity of the copy permission information in the extra 4- 
byte header (see column8 line 17-56, authentication). 

Regarding claim3, 18, 32, 39, 53, 60, see the teaching of Komuro. Komuro does 
not teach auxiliary information is information indicating a mode in which said main 
information encoded. However it is old and well known in the art information encoding 
mode indicator is included in a header. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to indicate encoding mode because it would allow the playback device 
to determine decoder type for the main content. 

Regarding claim4, 19, 33, 40, 54, 61, Komuro does not teach copy permission 
information is recorded by said recorder in an extra 4-byte header for each transport 
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stream packet of said transport stream. However it is old and well known in the art that 
transport stream packet having 188-byte and source packet having extra 4-byte 
header to include copy permission information. Therefore official notice is taken. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to include the copy permission information in the extra 4-byte header 
because it would make copy protection much stronger. 

Regarding claim5, 20, 34,41,55,62 Komuro teaches the information processing 
apparatus according to claiml wherein: said input information is received through an 
IEEE1394 digital interface (see figure5 element 125 is IEEE1394); and said auxiliary 
information is an encryption mode indicator-(EMI) (column8 line 17-56 EMI). 

Regarding claim 15,21,36,42,57,63, Komuro teaches the information processing 
apparatus of claim 1 , further a splitter operable to split the input information into a 
plurality of isochronous Packets, each having an Encryption Mode Indicator (EMI) 
associated therewith (column8 line 17-56); and an analyzing circuit operable to select a 
strongest copy restriction mode from among the EMIs associated with the plurality of 
isochronous packets at a value representative of the input information (see column3 line 
13-42; column6 tablel) 

Regarding claiml 6,22,37,43,58,64 Komuro teaches the information processing 
apparatus of claiml 5, wherein the generator is configured to generate a Copy 
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Permission Indicator (CPI) corresponding to the EMI having the strongest copy 
restriction mode (see column3 line 13-42; column6 tablel). 

Regarding claim30,51 , Komuro teaches the information processing apparatus 
according to claim 29, wherein said generator is further configured to generate said new 
copy control information when it is determined that said copy control information is 
invalid (see column8 line 17-56; column9 line 11-35). 

Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, absent unexpected results 
to the contrary. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GIRUMSEW WENDMAGEGN whose telephone number 
is (571 )270-1 1 18. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, M-F, air Friday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tran Thai can be reached on (571)272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/G. W./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



